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consent for its immediate consider-
ation in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 112

Resolved, That the following Member be
and is hereby elected to the following stand-
ing committee of the House of Representa-
tives:

Committee on Resources: Mrs. Musgrave.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The

———

CLARIFICATION OF CERTAIN EX-
ECUTIVE ORDERS BLOCKING
PROPERTY AND PROHIBITING
CERTAIN TRANSACTIONS—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 109-10)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations and ordered
to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to, inter alia, section 203(a)
of the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act (60 U.S.C. 1702(a))
(IEEPA) and section 201(a) of the Na-
tional Emergencies Act (60 TU.S.C.
1621(a)) (NEA), I exercised my statu-
tory authority to declare mnational
emergencies in Executive Orders 13224
of September 23, 2001, as amended, and
12947 of January 23, 1995, as amended. I
have issued a new Executive Order that
clarifies certain measures taken to ad-
dress those national emergencies. This
new Executive Order relates to powers
conferred to me by section 203(b)(2) of
IEEPA and clarifies that the Executive
Orders at issue prohibit a blocked
United States person from making hu-
manitarian donations.

The amendments made to those Ex-
ecutive Orders by the new Executive
Order take effect as of the date of the
new order, and specific licenses issued
pursuant to the prior Executive Orders
continue in effect, unless revoked or
amended by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury. General licenses, regulations, or-
ders, and directives issued pursuant to
the prior Executive Orders continue in
effect, except to the extent incon-
sistent with this order or otherwise re-
voked or modified by the Secretary of
the Treasury.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 16, 2005.

————
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the Chair will recognize
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Members for Special Order speeches
without prejudice to possible resump-
tion of legislative business.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.
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SMART SECURITY AND $82 BILLION
IRAQ SUPPLEMENTAL, PART 2

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REHBERG). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) is recognized for
5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, when it
comes to our Nation’s spending prior-
ities, President Bush and his adminis-
tration do not know which way is up.
Already the President has given Con-
gress a 2006 budget that is all but cer-
tain to explode in the year 2009; a tick-
ing time bomb set to detonate after
President Bush leaves office. In a move
that should surprise no one, this budg-
et conspicuously omits funding for any
and all military operations and recon-
struction efforts in Iraq, leaving the
funding to a supplemental spending bill
that does not count against the Presi-
dent’s deficit estimates.

These funds are not insignificant. To
date Congress has funded a $154 billion
military operations and reconstruction
budget in Iraq, and the Democratic
staff on the House Committee on the
Budget has estimated that the war in
Iraq could cost the United States as
much as $650 billion by the year 2015.
Adjusted for inflation, this amount ri-
vals the combined costs of the Korean
War, the Vietnam War, and the first
Gulf War; the combined costs.

Let me be clear that my opposition
to the President’s reckless fiscal poli-
cies is not a condemnation of the serv-
ice men and women who so bravely
serve our country. I want everyone to
know that I oppose the war, not the
warriors. Hundred of thousands of self-
less troops were uprooted from their
families and their everyday lives to an-
swer the call of duty for their country,
and we owe them our absolute grati-
tude. Sadly, so far, 1,600 of these brave
men and women will not return home
alive. Another 11,000 will return home
forever wounded as a result of injuries
sustained in battle. These are the cas-
ualties of this ill-conceived war.

A lot of people talk about supporting
our troops, but the call to support our
troops is yet another reason to oppose
President Bush’s latest supplemental
spending request. If the Bush adminis-
tration really cared about our troops,
they would take all measures to get
them out of harm’s way and bring
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them home as soon as possible. But the
latest supplemental assumes that
150,000 American soldiers will stay in
Iraq as sitting ducks for years to come.
And this bill does not bring them
home. It is wholly irresponsible for the
Bush administration to fund an
unending military operation without
devising an exit strategy and without
even considering the possibility that
the military option is not working.

The supplemental spending bill that
President Bush sent to Congress also
fails to include any type of reporting
mechanism, which means that these
funds can be spent by military com-
manders without any accounting of
how or where that money was spent.
This is a woefully irresponsible way to
spend American taxpayers’ money.

This, on top of $9 billion in recon-
struction funds that cannot be ac-
counted for by the Coalition Provi-
sional Authority, the American gov-
erning body that was in charge of over-
seeing Iraq until 2004. This, on top of $3
billion in reconstruction funds that
had to be reprogrammed for military
operations because the Bush adminis-
tration failed to account for an angry
Iraqi insurgency.

What did the President think would
happen when he invaded a country that
never posed a threat to the United
States and never wanted us there in
the first place?

Instead of continuing down our cur-
rent path, I believe we must pursue a
national security strategy that I call
SMART security, which is a sensible,
multilateral American response to ter-
rorism for the 21st century. I have also
introduced legislation, H. Con. Res. 35,
that would help us pursue a smarter
strategy for rebuilding Iraq. Twenty-
seven of my House colleagues have
joined me in offering this important
legislation.

Instead of financing billions of more
dollars to continue a failed military
occupation, under my plan, the United
States would help secure Iraq by re-
building schools so that children can
learn, constructing new water proc-
essing plants so that this desert coun-
try does not face water shortages, and
building new roads so that citizens can
travel from one city to another.

Our assistance should not end there.
If we want to be truly smart about how
we rebuild Iraq, we also need to bring
NGOs and humanitarian agencies into
the country to help create a robust
civil society and ensure that Iraq’s eco-
nomic infrastructure becomes fully
viable.

It is time for us to support the Iraqi
people by giving them the resources
they need, and it is time to support our
own troops by bringing them home.
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